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WASHINGTON (NANA) - It is probably inevitable 
... ..but certainly regrettable that at this stage of the Pueblo 
..inquiry the cry has been raised that a room full of Annapolis 
, : men are out to crucify Cmdr. Bucher, the “mustang” who 
. .graduated from Boys Town. 

It is not only regrettable, but misleading, to report, as 





oth at 



some have, that Cmdr. Bucher, a gutsy little underdog, is 
taking on the system.” ^ 

Both contentions raise the cry of “foul” where no foul 
has been committed and— in view of the carefully chosen 
composition of the court-none is conceivable. Both con- 
tentions suggest that what is in progress is some kind of 
f u er f°" al adversary proceeding— an inquisition in the sense 
that Torquemada, the Spanish inquisitor, understood the 
word. 



1 * °r F u 34 x VICE ADM1RALS CURRENTLY on the active 
list of the Navy, it is doubtful that any single one is better 
equipped professionally or better qualified morally to pre- 
side over this inquiry— an inquest in many senses— than is 
Vice Admiral H. G. Bowen, its president. Adm. Bowen is 
an officer of intelligence, human sensitivity and proven 
courage, not only in combat but morally. 

The foregoing qualifications are of course essential 
to the grave responsibilities-both to the Navy and to the 
unfortunate commander-which the court of inquiry must 
fulfill. In addition, Adm. Bowen served during the Korean 
War as a destroyerman in the very waters where the 
Pueblo was taken. Many times under fire from Wonsan’s 
deadly shore batteries, Bowen is one of a handful of Navy 
and Marine officers who by custom, dating from those 
days, js entitled to call himself “mayor of Wonsan.” 

Bowen knows the local conditions and the setting of 
the Pueblo incident as most householders know their back- 
yard, patio and carport. 
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The remaining four members of the court of inquiry, 
while obviously not possessing Adm. Bowen’s pro-eminent 
qualifications, are officers of high personal and professional 
standing. 

This is how it should be. 

THE CENTRAL ISSUE UNDER examination has little 
bearing, except indirectly, on Cmdr. Bucher at all. It is 
the court’s task to determine how— and why— for the first 
time since the War of 1812, a United States naval vessel 
allowed herself to be taken on the high seas by an enemy 
without firing a single shot. 

Obviously the role of the captain must be minutely 
scrutinized, even though his role and behavior are questions 
at one remove from the central issue, stated above. The 
commanding officer is the one man, in the language of 
the book, who “alone is responsible for all that his command 
does or leaves undone.” 

This is a hard saying, especially in light of Cmdr. 
Bucher’s testimony. But every officer who has ever ac- 
cepted command. Bucher included, has known that respon- 
sibility and has lived (or, in the case of many, died) with it. 

According to Cmdr. Bucher’s testimony, he seems to 
have been motivated by two dominant considerations: (1) 
quite correctly, that the maximum destruction of classified 
papers and equipment should be carried out; and (2) that 
he should avoid what at one point he referred to as “an* 
inordinate number of casualties.” 

The notion of fighting his ship with what he had never 



seems to have seriously entered Bucher’s mind. When asked 
why he had not mounted his two .50 caliber machine-guns 
(which in fact are by no means popguns) he replied that 
the gunners would have been shot down. 

TO BE BLUNT, BEING SHOT DOWN is an occupational 
risk every man accepts when he voluntarily dons his coun- 
try’s uniform. It is to accept this risk unflinchingly in some 
moment of truth that, through years of uneventful garrison 
duty (or service aboard some humble naval auxiliary), we 
pay the wages, small as they are, of people in uniform. 

Thus it is on his pre-judgment that he was out-gunned 
and beaten— and therefore morally excused from fighting 
for his ship— that most professional sailors and soldiers 
part company with Cmdr. Bucher. After all, as John Paul 
Jones, veteran of many an underdog fight, once remarked 
“in the rating of ships, it is men, not guns, that count.” 

In the Pueblo case, unfortunately, there is ample 
blame to go around besides what the court of inquiry may 
assign to Cmdr. Bucher. The public (and Congress) have a 
right to expect that the blame attaching elsewhere will be 
succinctly and clearly stated. Failure in this respect would 
be incompatible with condemnation of Bucher. 

But surely— and this is central insofar as Cmdr. Bucher 
is concerned— there must have been officers and bluejackets 
aboard the Pueblo willing to risk their lives, however hope- 
less the situation, rather than see their ship surrender 
without a shot fired. 

If not, the Navy is in trouble. 





* ww-iunjci is nemg investigated a 

Coronado, Calif., by a board composed of five ad 
mirals. From left are: Rear Adm. R. R. PRATT 



Rear Adm. M. W. WHITE, Vice Adm. jTtTIoW? 
EN, Rear Adm. E. E. GRIMM and Rear Adm A A 
BERGNER. ' ' 




